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(English Abstracts)

severity and urgency of Africa’ s status of economic
and social development. UN has draw up a series of
plans and programs of action, such as “the new
agenda on Africa’ s development in 1990s”, and
has made effective and encouraging achievements.

UN’ s activities in promoting Africa’ s development
have the characteristics of multi— fields, multi—

levels and comprehension. The mechanisms such as
forum mechanism, coordination mechanism and
development aid mechanism have formed the main

framework of UN’ s activities in Africa. However,
there are also many restricting factors which hold
up the deepening and broadening of UN’ s relevant
activities in Africa. With the new millennium
coming, the international society should pay more
attention to Africa’ s development. Being the most
important international organization in the world,
UN has the responsibility and duty to play more

active role in this regard.

The Function of Foreign Aids
In Africa’ s Economic Development

Shu Yunguo

Due to historic and practical reasons, foreign
aids have occupied an important place in Africa’ s
economic development. After independence, the
amount of foreign aids which African countries had
received gradually increased. Although dropped
late nineties, foreign aids still maintained a certain
scale and took a rather high proportion in the GNP
in African countries. As African countries do not

pp- 35~ 40

view foreign aids for the sake of the whole
continent and lack effective coordination, plus the
aiding parties are short of communications with
African governments and local residents, there
less— than— satisfactory
However, foreign aids, after all,

fund and technology to Africa and have promoted

are still  some areas.

have brought

African economic development in various extents.

The Civil War in Congo( Kinshasa) and the Relations
Among Africa’ s Great Lakes Region

Wu Zengtian

The internationalization and regionalization of
Congo( Kinshasa) conflict have broken the relevant
geo— political balance mercilessly, and have made
and deepened the split of African countries. Since
the crisis broke out, the relations among relevant
countries have become more and more complex as
many contradictions get entangled. First of all, the
countries of the past allies in Great Lakes Region
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become enemies now; Secondly, the contradictions
in SADC have been made known to the public and
the SADC countries have formed two factions in
the light of the stance on “ peace” and “ war”;
Finally, the relations among relevant countries
which involved in Congo( Kinshasa) conflict have
also been made subtle changes as they have

different stances and interests.



